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A Roller Coaster Ride 


These past few months have 
been nothing short of a roller 
coaster ride for your CTF, and 
we are certain things won't slow 
down in the wake of the federal 
election result. 

First, we learned at the end 
of April that the Supreme Court 
would not be hearing the Trea- 
ty 8 appeal. It brings to a close 
five years of intervention by 
your CTF in a monumental case 
that decided taxes in 
Canada will not be ap- 


al leader Dalton McGuinty put 
their signatures — their signa- 
tures — to a CTF pledge that if 
elected they would not run def- 
icits or increase taxes without 
first holding a referendum. Fast 
forward to May 18th and the 
McGuinty government's budg- 
et not only raised taxes but fore- 
cast red ink until at least 2008. 
The response in Ontario has 
been nothing short of incredi- 
ble. The CTF’s on- 
line petition oppos- 
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goes to past directors Palionein second largest peti- 


Mitch Gray and Ri- 
chard Truscott who 
launched this effort 
and current directors 
Tanis Fiss and John 
Carpay who have ably 
stickhandled it since. 
And congratulations 
to you our supporters 
who have financed this princi- 
pled fight since 1999. It’s nice 
to win one! The full story starts 
on page 25. 

Second, readers will re- 
call last fall’s provincial elec- 
tion in Ontario when both then- 
premier Ernie Eves and Liber- 
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tion in the CTF’s his- 
tory (and the larg- 
est was national!) 
Your CTF held a ral- 
ly at Queen’s Park 
on June 9th and on 
May 31st launched a 
lawsuit against both 
the premier and fi- 
nance minister as individuals. 
The full story starts on page 12. 
Finally, on May 25th your 
CTF began a cross country tour 
in a decorated mini van as part 
of our sixth annual gas tax hon- 
esty campaign blowing the whis- 
tle on government tax gouging 


at the pumps and demanding 
that fuel tax revenues be re-in- 
vested in our roads. 

It’s amazing how an election 
focuses the attention of our pol- 
iticians. Within a week of our 
campaign launch all three ma- 
jor party leaders came out with 
specific proposals each taking 
a page from our work. Clear 
commitments are the first step. 
The full story starts on page 20. 

Your CTF has had remark- 
able influence over these past 
several months. The issue 
of accountability in Ontario - 

- stemming from our pledge -- 
clearly spilt over into the federal 
election campaign. And during 
the campaign itself, the CTF’s 
work on gas taxes led to one of 
the few constructive policy pro- 
nouncements the leaders made. 

Perhaps a minority feder- 
al government will provide a 
greater degree of accountability, 
but as for taxpayers, four par- 
ties each having promised bil- 
lions in new spending now jock- 
eying for control of Parliament 
is anything but comforting. The 
CTF definitely has its work cut 
out; but I sincerely can’t think 
of a time when it was more im- 
portant. 
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Waste Watch 
A garbage registry? 


Budget outrage 
sweeps Ontario 
What some politicians 
won't do to get elected. 


When a tax cut is 
nof a fax cut 
Quebec's $800-million 
expansion of the welfare 
state. 


Free at last 

Tax Freedom Day 
continues its march 
forward. 


Running on Empty 
— Fuming to Ottawa 
CTF's 6th Annual Gas Tax 
Honesty Day takes to the 
road. 


Victory for Tax 
Equality 

Supreme Court will not 
hear appeal of Benoit v. 
)} Canada. 


BC: The price of 
a health care 
monopoly 

Who will hold the HEU 
accountable? 


AB: Government 
advertising: Tax 
dollars well spent? 
$248,000 to advertise 
drivers' licences? 


SK: So much for 
school tax relief 
There is something 
pungently rotten about 
the way the government 
handled school taxes. 


MB: Prying open 
the closed doors of 
government 

CTF makes submission to 
Freedom of Information 
review. 


For more information or to contact the CTF: 


Saskatchewan /Administration: #105 - 438 Victoria Avenue. East., 
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British Columbia: #604-1207 Douglas Street., Victoria, British 
Columbia V8W 2E7 PH: (250) 388-3660 


Alberta: #410 - 9707 - 110th Street., Edmonton, Alberta T5K 2L9 


PH: (780) 448-0159 


Centre for Aboriginal Policy Change: #1580 - 727 7th Ave SW, 
Calgary, Alberta T2P0Z5 PH: (403) 263-1202 


Manitoba: #212 - 428 Portage Avenue, Winnipeg, Manitoba R3C 0E2 
PH: (204) 982-2150 


Ontario: Suite 850 - 36 Toronto Street, Toronto, Ontario M5C 2C5 
PH: (416) 203-0030 


Federal: #512 - 130 Albert Street, Ottawa, Ontario K1P 5G4 
PH: (613) 234-6554 


Web site: www.taxpayer.com 
E-mail: admin@taxpayer.com 


I quite enjoyed the 
March issue presentation 
of the Teddies ... sad that 
such rich fodder is still be- 
ing offered up by all levels 
of government. Keep up 
the good work. 


Alan Forde 
Mississauga, Ontario 


Thanks for the infor- 
mation your organization 
has been sending. I have 
worked for myself for 22 
years and it's high time we 
see people in government 
have to live and account 
by the same standards as 
the rest of us do. If I ran 
my business like Dalton is 
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Letters may be edited for 
length, content and clarity. 
Send your letters to: 
The Taxpayer 
c/o #604-1207 Douglas St 
Victoria, BC 
V8W 2E7 
e-mail: 
tlanigan@taxpayer.com 


running Ontario, I would 
loose every client I had in 
about a week. Keep up the 


good work. 
Kenny Munshaw 


Kitchener, Ontario 


Something Must Change 
For many years I have 
wondered how government 

officials can blatantly lie 

to voters to get elected and 
then break those promises 
once they are in power. I 
am tired of it. 

Why has this waste 
(sponsorship, helicop- 
ters, gun registry, etc) and 
pre-election lying (GST re- 
moval, current Ontario 
Liberal budget) never been 
challenged legally? Surely, 
I as a Canadian, have cause 
if my hard earned money 
has been wasted needlessly 
and perhaps even blatant- 
ly stolen. 

What is the CTF doing to 
challenge this latest Liberal 
lie? Is there legal recourse 


that can be taken? 
Glen Akselrod 
Thornhill, Ontario 


Ed: Stay tuned Glen, we're 
doing all we can. However, the 
long term solution are demo- 
cratic reforms including recall, 
citizen-initiated referendums 
and changes to our voting sys- 
tem that weaken the centrali- 
zation of power in the hands of 
the premier and his cabinet. 


Every time there is a 
change in government we 
taxpayers get the song and 
dance " we didn't know the 
books were in that bad of 


shape and we can't live up 
to our promises.” This has 
happened too many times 
by too many governments 
to be funny anymore. 

I am suggesting that a 
national petition be start- 
ed, demanding that before 
any election there must be 
a complete audit of all gov- 
ernment finances. Let's 
have a fairly honest elec- 


tion for a change. 
Barry Dobson 
Burlington, Ontario 


Tax on Tax 

Iam a retired employee 
covered by a group life in- 
surance plan. The "employ- 
er" not only pays a premi- 
um to the insurance com- 
pany but also provincial 
sales tax of 8%. The com- 
pany in turn issues to me 
a T4 slip for an amount in- 
cluding the provincial sales 
tax. As a result, Iam ex- 
posed to income tax-on-tax 
which is completely unfair. 

Heavens, I am pay- 
ing enough tax already! I 
would like to know if you 
are even aware if this dou- 
ble taxation and what is be- 
ing done to rectify the in- 
justice. Iam one among 
many faced with this situ- 
ation, probably in all the 


provinces. 
W.G.Banner 
Toronto, Ontario 


Ed: We're aware of it in 
spades Mr. Banner. The most 
offensive example of tax on 
tax is the GST being applied 
to federal and provincial fuel 
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taxes. But it occurs elsewhere 
as well. In all instances, the 
CTF continues to press for an 
end to the practice. 


Bonanza at the Border 
In mid-March, a good 
pal with a winery in Gilroy, 

California, kindly gifted 
me a case of his wines — 

8 Cabernet Sauvignon, 4 
Chardonnay. As you know, 
we Canucks are permit- 
ted 40 ounces of alcohol or 
1500 ml of wine, duty free, 
on re-entry. That exempts 
two bottles. Deciding to 
speak the truth and de- 
clare my windfall at the 
border cost me the follow- 
ing for the other ten: 


Excise Tax — $3.84 
GST — $4.69 


Provincial Liquor Fee 
$56.92 (about $10 great- 
er than the retail price 
for a whole case): 


Provincial Tax — $12.39 


Grand Total (I'll say!) — 

$77.84 (CDN) 

"Tax me, I'm Canadian," 
indeed. 

It also cost me more 
than an hour of time, wait- 
ing for a customs officer 
to make this calculation 
and do my paperwork: the 
same amount of time a 
Victoria auto dealer com- 
pleted the paperwork for 
three used vehicles he was 
importing from the US. 


Garry Gaudet 
Nanaimo, British Columbia 


All Gassed Up 

I just signed your peti- 
tion on fuel taxes, but I dis- 
agree with what you are 
asking for. I believe that 
100% should go into a na- 
tional highways fund like 
the US has so that we can 
build the Trans Canada 
to the same standards as 
their Interstate system. I 
am a professional driv- 
er and refuse to haul in 
Canada because of our de- 


plorable roads. 
Chris Lindquist 
Regina, Saskatchewan 


Bei 


I disagree with your po- 
sition that the government 
should reduce the various 
taxes we pay at the pumps 
in order to give motorists a 
break. 

People complain about 
the high price of gasoline, 
yet knowingly continue to 
purchase vehicles that are, 
quite frankly, gas guzzlers. 


No my friends, the an- 
swer to high gas prices is 
not lowering taxes — it's 
lowering our consumption. 
It's too easy to point fin- 
gers at that faceless enti- 
ty we call "the government". 
It's time to begin looking at 
our own driving habits. 


Elliott Royle 
Belleville, Ontario 


Keep Up the Good Work 

You guys kick butt! God 
bless you and I wish you 
continued success in fight- 
ing on behalf of all embat- 
tled taxpayers. With tax 
hikes back on the agen- 
da in many provinces and 
lavish new federal spend- 
ing plans that will almost 
certainly require tax hikes, 
the CTF is more important 
to our nation's well-being 
than ever. 


John Hall 
Calgary, Alberta 


I just wanted to drop you 
people a line to say how 
happy I was to find your 
website this morning. I get 
so frustrated with the way 
today's governments, both 
federal and provincial, con- 
tinue to tax the Canadian 
people to such ridiculous 
extremes. The CTF isa 
means to fight back and 
let them know that the lit- 
tle old taxpayer has had 
enough. Keep up the good 
work! 


Scott Wood 
Kingston, Ontario 
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Angry in Ontario 

My wife and I express 
our utter disappointment 
in the McGuinty govern- 
ment's recent budget and 
our local MPP’s [Lalonde] 
lack of representation. We 
have been Liberal support- 
ers (federal and provincial) 
for many years. We un- 
derstand that sometimes 
small promises are 
broken but the "no 
tax increase" prom- 
ise was [anything 
but]. 

Changes to 
health care are 
needed in Ontario 
but increases in 
taxes to make these 
changes should 
be the decision of 
the people. Not be- 
ing able to vote on 
these changes is unfair and 
undemocratic, as is hav- 
ing voted in a party on the 
premise of election policies 


which were reneged upon. 
Jordan and Julie Gobuyan 


Ottawa, Ontario 


We have been sinking 
money into health care 
for decades and it doesn't 
get better. Obviously more 
money is not the solu- 
tion. Why don't we think 
of something else? The 
McGuinty government is 
not going to convince me 
that its new health care 
premiums are specifi- 
cally for health care be- 
cause they will be lumped 
in with general revenues. 


Furthermore, this will end 
up being another tax that 
rises with each passing 
year because of the "nev- 
er ending need" for more 
money. Why don't they try 
to reduce the size of gov- 
ernment outside of health 


care? 
Gerald Levac 
Windsor, Ontario 


Taxpayers 


when they are finished with 
their no tax increase prom- 
ise breaking. 

You can send a letter, 
fax, or e-mail to both the 
premier and your local 
MPP. Do not let their ac- 
tions stand! It is your right 
to let the government know 
what you think and how 
you feel. Don't leave this to 

someone else, the 
government's lack 
of morals effects 
you and your fami- 


ly. Do it now. 
Brian Olivier 
Orleans, Ontario 


Taxpayer Protection Promise 


If California can get rid 
of their politicians, why 
can’t we in Ontario? Often 
these politicians stand out 
on rail stations seeking 
support for votes, but once 
they come to power, they 
work for themselves rath- 
er than serving the peo- 
ple. What a shame. I have 
supported Liberals most of 
my life, but after seeing li- 
ars like McGuinty, no more 
Liberals for me. 


Chander Nathani 
Ajax, Ontario 


If we do not tell the 
McGuinty government what 
we think now, just imagine 
what they will do over the 
next four years. We will all 
be in food bank line ups 


Loves Photo 
Radar 
It appears that 

John Carpay of the 

CTF does not sup- 

port Alberta's traf- 
fic laws and their enforce- 
ment. Is this the official po- 
sition of the CTF? 

John Carpay is evident- 
ly confused between a pen- 
alty for breaking a law and 
a tax. Every payment by 
an Albertan is nota tax. A 
speeding ticket is the pen- 
alty for violating a traffic 
law. The use of photo ra- 
dar is an excellent use of 
technology. This enables 
our police force to do oth- 
er important work. The 
solution to avoid a speed- 
ing ticket is actually quite 
simple. 

"Hey! Stupid, drive the 
speed limit." 

Larry Samcoe 
Medicine Hat Alberta 
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The “garbage” & “gum” registries 

Canada’s two billion dollar gun registry is fast 
becoming a model for governments around the 
world. 

In May, the Singaporean government initiated 
a “gum” registry — yes, a “gum” registry. In 1992, 
the Singaporean government passed a law mak- 
ing it illegal to chew gum. The law was initiat- 
ed by Lee Kuan Yew, Singapore's founding father, 
who complained that chewing gum was dirtying 
Singapore streets. 

When the government finally relented and al- 
lowed the public to chew, it created a registry. Yes, 
in order to chew gum, Singaporeans will have to 
register with the government. Retailers will re- 
quire identification from anyone wanting to pur- 
chase gum. If retailers fail to collect this informa- 
tion, they will be subject to fines of $4,000. 

But not to be outdone, Vancouver City Coun- 
cil is considering setting up a garbage registry (we 
are not making this up). 

The garbage registry would separate legitimate 
garbage rummagers from the illegitimate ones. 
Known as binners, these individuals can earn be- 
tween $20 and $30 a day going through garbage 
collecting recyclable bottles and cans. 

Apparently, Vancouverites are complaining that 
people rummaging through garbage bins are leav- 
ing a mess behind. So city engineers came up 
with the brain wave of a registry. 

There was no indication of what types of fines 
or jail sentences that these garbage rummagers 
would face if they did not have this special identi- 
fication. 

Nor did city engineers provide 
any breakdown on the admin- 
istration, or enforcement 
costs to put the registry in 
place. 

with files from CBC 
News / National Post 


Liberally donating 

Tax dollars intended to improve the lives of im- 
poverished Indians living on reserves in Manitoba 
ended up instead in the coffers of the Liberal Par- 
ty of Canada. 

According to the CBC, between 2000 and 
2002, a number of Indian bands made contribu- 
tions to the Liberal Party. This included the des- 
titute Norway House Cree Nation where housing 
shortages and rampant unemployment plague 
the reserve. That band made a contribution of 
$10,000 to the federal Liberal Party. Perhaps not 
surprisingly, Ron Evans, the band chief, ran for 
the Liberals in the Churchill riding where the re- 
serve is located. A band administrator was also 
president of the Churchill Liberal Riding Associ- 
ation. 

Other bands giving contributions to the feder- 
al Grits included the Berens River First Nation 
which gave $5,000 and the Peguis First Nation 
which coughed up $3,000. 

with files from CBC News 


Who wants to be a millionaire 
Looking for a quick million dollars? Well, in- 
stead of trying to get on one of TV’s preeminent 
game shows, consider getting a job at a Canadian 
embassy. One that comes to mind is the mission 
located in the South American country of Vene- 
zuela. 
The Department of Foreign Affairs recent- 
ly sent in a financial team to straighten out a 
number of accounting and banking errors. How- 
ever, on further examination it was discovered 
that the persons in charge of accounting had 
walked away with over $2 million between Janu- 
ary 2000 and April 2003. 
The Venezualan accountant in charge dur- 
ing this period was dismissed and charges 
are pending, 

Kimberly Phillips, a spokesman for the 
Department of Foreign Affairs stated, “Our 
investigations have revealed room for im- 

provement in the mission’s hiring and ac- 
counting practices.” 
Try the whole federal government Kimberly 
with files from the Saskatoon Star Phoenix 


He looks after the horses, we look after the people 
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Propping up a cruel buffoon 

Saparmurat Niyazov goes by a number of ti- 
tles including “Great hero of the nation”, “Eter- 
nal leader”, “Father of all Turkmen”, “Prophet of 
the Turkmen nation” or simply “Great.” He is the 
president-for-life of Turkmenistan located on the 
Caspian Sea, bordering Iran and Afghanistan. 

Though Turkmenistan sits on some of the larg- 
est oil and gas reserves in the world, its people 
live in abject poverty. But you would never know it 
by the antics of its “Great hero” who rules the na- 
tion with a brutal fist. 

Just recently, Niyazov spent US$20-million on 
a massive new leisure centre complete with state 
of the art medical facilities, air conditioning and a 
swimming pool. Sounds nice doesn't it? 

Unfortunately, the huge facility was built for 
horses — yes, horses. As Niyazov led diplomats 
through the building on its grand opening, he told 
them of his grandiose dream to organize a “round 
the globe race” to showcase the Akhal Teke, a 
breed of horse native to Turkmenistan, renowned 
for its strength and endurance. 

So why should this facility be of any concern to 
taxpayers in Canada? Well, indirectly we helped 
build it. 

Each year Ottawa provides financial assistance 
to Turkmenistan under a variety of different pro- 
grams including humanitarian aid. While Niya- 
zov feeds his horses, we supposedly feed 
his people. 

The Canadian International Devel- 
opment Agency handed out $550,000 
in 02-03 and $610,000 in 01-02 for 
projects in Turkmenistan. 

Many suggest this does little more than 
prop up one of the cruel despots in the 
world. Though renowned for his buffoon- 
ery, such as his recent announcement 
abolishing old age and naming meteorites 
after himself, Niyazov's secret police prowl 
the streets in their black BMWs looking for 
any hint of dissent ensuring that Turkmeni- 
stan’s labour camps are replenished. 

with files from the CTF / www.eurasianet.org/ 
National Post 


Vancouver bureaucrats propose a 
garbage registry... 


ww 


Sponsorship woes 

Gilles-Andre Gosselin, former head of Gosse- 
lin and Associates Strategic Communications, 
(one of the infamous advertising agencies mired in 
the sponsorship scandal) told the House of Com- 
mons public accounts committee that he person- 
ally billed the government $625,325 because he 
worked on government business 10 hours a day, 
365 days a year. Gosselin insisted that he worked 
so hard he ended up in the hospital. 

So dedicated, Gosselin even subcontracted 
some government work to his son’s company all 
the while collecting a 17.65% commission. 

Coincidentally, Mario Parent, a former federal 
bureaucrat, went to work for Gosselin and Asso- 
ciates shortly after Parent authorized the compa- 
ny to increase its billing rate for government work 
from $135 an hour to $205 an hour. Parent ap- 
parently contravened a government act that for- 
bids federal employees from working for compa- 
nies that they have dealt with for at least one year. 

Over at Groupe Everest, another ad agency, the 
company charged the government over $100,000 
in late payment charges. This, despite the fact the 
government had issued the cheque. Groupe Ev- 
erest simply held off cashing the cheque allowing 
the late charges to accumulate. The company has 
promised to refund the mon- 
ey. 


Cra hs 


with files from the National 
Post 


Addicted to money 
The Virginia Fon- 
taine Addictions Cen- 

tre (VFAC), a Manito- 
ba-based addictions fa- 
cility, located on the Sag- 
keeng First Nation Indian 
reserve north of Winnipeg, 
has reopened. 
The federal govern- 
ment cut funding to the ad- 
dictions centre in 2000 af- 
ter discovering questiona- 
ble spending practices. In 
2002, the RCMP laid charg- 
es against Paul Francis Co- 
chrane, an Assistant Depu- 
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ty Minister in Health Canada (HC) alleging he re- 
ceived bribes from the VFAC to approve funding 
to the centre. This included cash payments, ve- 
hicles and trips. Charges of fraud have also been 
laid against Perry Fontaine, who ran the centre. 

A forensic audit of VFAC has uncovered yet 
more questionable spending. Apparently, Health 
Canada approved expenditures of more than 
$153,000 at a Caribbean jewellery store and the 
president of the VFCA, Perry Fontaine, received 
approval to purchase two tombstones totalling 
$8,000. In addition, Perry Fontaine received di- 
rect financial gain totalling nearly $1.2 million 
over a 29-month period. The largest amount 
was for $661,500 as compensation for lost vaca- 
tion time over the next 20 years due to a policy 
change at the centre. 

HC has approved funding of $1 million to reo- 
pen the centre which will now go by the name of 
Sagkeeng Mino Pimatiziwin. The facility is under- 
going a major $600,000 renovation in prepara- 
tion for its opening in July. The department pro- 
vided the usual rhetoric that it will keep a closer 
eye out for corrupt bureaucrats, blah, blah. 

with files from CAPC / The Taxpayer/ Cnews.canoe.ca / 
National Post 


Via Rail huge deficit 
The federally owned Via Rail is continuing its 
time-honored tradition of losing money. Accord- 
ing to a report in the Montreal Gazette, inside 
sources state that Via will 
lose $184 million in 2003, 4 
up $30 million over the previ- | 
ous year. 

Though Via officials will try » 
to blame the BSE crisis and \ 
Sars outbreak for the increas- 
ing losses, sources say that 
much of the 
blame lies di- 
rectly with Via’s 
botched purchase of 139 Ren- 
aissance train cars. These cars 
were added to Via’s lineup in 


an effort to revive rail travel in Canada. 

However, the Renaissance cars were beset with 
problems from the outset. Buffer cars had to be 
added because the newly purchased cars did not 
meet crash specifications. As well, the Renais- 
sance cars needed modifications to accommodate 
disabled passengers. 

Via Rail has been losing money for years forc- 
ing the federal government to provide yearly bail- 
outs. Between 1990 and 2002, the federal gov- 
ernment gave Via rail nearly $3.8 billion. In 2002, 
every Via rail ticket was subsidized by taxpayers 
to the tune of $65 for a total subsidy of $257 mil- 
lion — nearly half of Via’s revenues that year. 

with files from the CTF / Montreal Gazette / Via Rail 
annual report / National Post / Globe and Mail 


Junket fever 

The spirit of Radwanski lives on. Though the 
former disgraced privacy commissioner is gone, 
other federal bureaucrats seem determined to 
maintain his legacy of extravagant spending. 

Take the case of Lucie McClung, Canada’s 
Commissioner of Correctional Services (she runs 
the federal pens). According to an Access to In- 
formation request, between 2001 and 2003, Mc- 
Clung spent $141,292 on travel. It wasn’t easy 
racking up these kind of bills — to accomplish 
this one must live a life of luxury. She flies first- 
class at every opportunity. 

In a stop over in Hawaii, on a trip to Hong 
Kong and New Zealand in 2001, McClung stayed 
two nights at the Waikiki Prince Hotel, where tax- 
payers paid the royal price of $822. 

A January trip to Barbados in 2002, set tax- 

payers back 
$7,955 — 
$4,061 was 
spent on accom- 
modations at posh 
resorts. 

A trip to Rio de Janei- 
ro in Brazil cost taxpay- 
ers $8,757. According to a McClung 
spokesperson, she didn't charge tax- 
payers anything for the week long side 
trip she took in Miami, while on the way home. 


Flying first class... 
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CTF federal director John Williamson stat- 
ed in an interview with the Sun chain, “The pat- 
tern suggests she is combining already excessive 
travel by upgrading to chi-chi hotels and billing it 
back to taxpayers. If it’s business, stay in a busi- 
ness hotel.” 
With files from the Edmonton Sun 


Now you see em, now you don’t 

For years, Canadians have looked upon the 
senate as complete waste of time and money. Ap- 
pointed senators are given $110,000 tax dollars 
annually. In addition, they are eligible for allow- 
ances while filling special positions and serving 
on committees. Each senator also has a research 
and office budget amounting to $125,000. 

Senators work substantially fewer hours than 
MPs. Last year, the senate sat 67 days compared 
to the House of Commons’ 109 days. 

Of course, since the senate is stacked with Lib- 
eral appointees, their job last year was to rubber 
stamp Jean Chretien’s decisions. It’s an expensive 
process, which costs taxpayers about $41 million 
a year (compared to a rubber stamp which can 
be purchased for under $20). 

Not surprisingly, most senators realize how ir- 
relevant their job actually is. On any given day 
the senate was in session, 17% of senators were 
missing in action. This, despite the fact, they 
only worked the equivalent of 14 weeks last year. 

Attendance has become such a major issue, 
that the Senate instituted a fine for failing to show 
up for work. Senators can miss up to 21 days of 
work each year — based on last year’s sitting this 
is the equivalent of a 31% absentee rate — be- 
fore the fine kicks in. And even then, the $190 
day fine only applies to days exceeding the 21- 
day limit. The fine was initiated after it was 
discovered that Liberal Senator Andrew 
Thompson — who claiming to be sick 
never showed up for work — was in fact 
alive and well living in Mexico. Thomp- 
son was forced to resign. 

But even with the 21-day gratis peri- 
od, many senators still exceed this lim- 
it and have found unique ways to avoid 


Nearly half its revenues are 
government subsidies... 


paying the fine. Some now claim they are do- 

ing ‘public business,’ but since they are unelect- 
ed and have no ‘constituency to represent, most 
scoff at the notion. Tory Senator Pat Carney, who 
missed 37 days last year, claimed to be on ‘public 
business’ attending conferences in order to avoid 
the $190-a-day-fine. Liberal Senator Ross Fitz- 
patrick missed 34 days and claimed he was do- 
ing ‘vital public work’ in the aftermath of the fires 
that swept the Okanagan Valley. 

Of the 102 senators currently employed by tax- 
payers, only five had a perfect attendance record 
last year. 

With files from the National Post and federal government 
estimates 


Socialism gone amuck 

Finland has taken socialism to new extremes 
by tying traffic violation fines to income. In their 
infinite wisdom, Finland’s socialist engineers 
have determined that crimes are much more seri- 
ous when committed by the rich. 

Jussi Salonoja, heir apparent of a large sau- 
sage manufacturer in the country, got a rude 
awakening to the country’s fine structure when 
he drove 50 miles an hour through a 25 mile an 
hour speed zone in the centre of Helsinki. 

Since Salonoja earned nearly $9 million in 
2002, his fine was assessed at $217,000. This 
amount breaks the previous fine record of 
Internet millionaire Jaakko Rytsola of $102,000 
paid out in 2000 for speeding and the $45,000 
fine Nokia President Pekka Ala Pietila paid for 
running a red light in 2001. 

Salonoja plans to appeal the fine. 

with files from Yahoo News 
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Just in time for the Federal Election 


New Enriched 
Departing) Politicians 


by Bruce Winchester 


ust before summer recess and a soon- 
to-be-called election, parliamentarians 


quickly and quietly passed Bill C-24, 


which extends supplementary insurance and 


health benefits to MPs. 


The spin around Ottawa was that the bill 
was designed to help out a specific MP who 


was resigning due to an illness, and did 


not qualify for a pension. The bill provides 


| 


these MPs extra insurance coverage from 


the time they cease to be a member to when 


they begin collecting their pensions. 

And while there was no debate in the 
House of Commons, the Senate did de- 
liberate on the bill and invited your CTF 
to testify. 

Your CTF objected to Bill C-24 on 
three grounds. First, for reasons of 
process; second, for reasons of potential 
cost to taxpayers; and finally, for rea- 
sons of fairness for all taxpayers. 

In terms of process, Bill C-24 passed 
through the House of Commons in near 
record time, and without any public an- 
nouncement or consultation. Presum- 
ably, MPs felt the issue was of such ur- 
gency that it was better kept out of sight 
and mind. 

In terms of cost to taxpayers, many 
will argue this small change amounts 
to peanuts. Consider further. This 
precedent could be argued for by pub- 
lic sector unions. Imagine the cost, 
there are approximately 500-thousand 
federal public servants and there area 
total three-million public sector em- 
ployees between the various orders 
of government. Taxpayers need 
only look as far as the $2 million gun 
registry — now clocking in at $2 billion - 


as an example of a small cost blowing up 


over time. 


According to government estimates for 


2004-2005, Parliament will cost $451 
million, that’s up 41% over the last ten 


years. Much of these increased costs are 


the result of meeting rising compensa- 


Benefits for 


tion, pension and benefit requirements for parlia- 
mentarians. 


Contrary to Ottawa-think, taxpayers are con- 


cerned with the costs of conferring additional ben- 
efits on MPs who already receive a salary that at 
$141,000 is more than double times the average 
household income. 


As for fairness, the supplementary insurance 


benefits enacted in bill C-24 are not enjoyed by a 
majority of Canadians. Only one half of working 
Canadians have access to employer sponsored ex- 
tended medical, dental and life/disability insur- 


ance. These statistics do not capture the ex- 


tent of the coverage or their value. 

The reality of any employer-sponsored 
benefits is that there are limited or no op- 
portunities to retain these benefits when one 
changes jobs. Today's work life allows many 
employees the freedom to take on new jobs, 
to change careers and to have a rich work 
life. The average worker cannot wave a magic 
wand and change the rules to keep their pre- 
vious employers sponsored insurance cover- 
age when they move to a new job. Why should 
MPs be any different? 

The very real fear of medical costs and lost 
income due to disability is something all Cana- 


@@Only one half of working Canadians 
have access to employer sponsored 
extended medical, dental and life/disability 
insurance. 99 


dians must face. But instead of busying them- 
selves with finding solutions that will bene- 
fit all Canadians the politicians cynically pass 

laws that cover their own needs first. 

Parliamentarians should do as the rest 

of us and purchase their own supplemen- 
tary health and disability insurance. Its not like 
outgoing members haven't got a severance pack- 
age or anything to fall back on. In passing Bill 
C-24, MPs tried to pull the wool over the eyes of 
taxpayers, open the door for richer public sec- 
tor employee benefits and further set themselves 
as a class apart from the people they supposedly 
represent.m 


n May 18", the 
Ontario Finance 
Minister brought 
down a budget that may 
become a political wa- 
tershed — and his gov- 
ernment’s Waterloo. As 
Mr. Sorbara read the 
budget under the watch- 
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Ontario Director 


ful eye of Premier Dal- 
ton McGuinty, it be- 
came clear that the Liberal leader’s 
solemn election pledge to the CTF 
not to raise taxes or run deficits 
had been torched. The budget in- 
cludes a new health tax of between 
$300 and $900 a head for all tax- 
payers earning an annual income 
of over $25,000, and mires the 
province’s finances in red ink un- 
til the year 2008. 

In the ensuing days, taxpayers’ 
outrage flooded the airwaves and 
opinion pages in newspapers ac- 
companied by the desperate cry 
of “what can we do?” The CTF 
responded by organizing a peti- 
tion drive, launching a lawsuit, 
conducting a rally and mak- 
ing representation at Queen's 
Park. 


The Background 

It was on September 11, 
2003 — at the height of the On- 
tario provincial election cam- 
paign -- that Dalton McGuinty 
signed his name to the follow- 
ing CTF pledge: 


We’re not going to take it 


Budget outrag 


of the Liberal Party 


run deficits” 
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Ontario, promise, 

party is elected as the next 

government, that I will: not 
raise taxes or implement any 
new taxes without the explicit 
consent of Ontario voters; and not 
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ALAN FINDLAY make good on his promise to 
eens Park Bureau abide by a referendum that 
would deamalgamate the mu- 

HUNDREDS OF Protesiers 


rallied outside Queen’s Park 


Signs stating No More Taxes, 


campaign Pledge not lo raise 
0 More Lies, and chanted the 
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Kawartha Lakes joined the ral- 
ly and demanded McGuinty 


faxes. “You can’t (rust them,” 
© said of polizj- 
cians, “They just fill 
up their pockets.” 
cGuinty re- 
Sponded to the Tal- 
ly by citing vastly 
@ger protests on 
the legislature’s 
front lawn against 
former Premiers 
Mike Harris and 
‘ob Rae. 


“We're not 80ing 
'0 take any more 
lies, we're not going 
to take any more de- 
Ceit,” said Sun Mon- 
ey Editor Linda 
Leatherdale, who 
as (eamed up with 
the Canadian Tay. Ai 
Payers Federation to 
demand a referen- DALTON McGUINTY 
um on Ontario's Rejects referendum 
new health tax. 
Temier Dalton McGuinty 
as already Tejected calls w 
hold a referendum 
Pledging to do So last fall ifhe 


will have their 
on his govern. 
ment’s Performance in 2007 — 
after they have Seen health-care 
wait times drop, 100,000 more 

“We'll have no other choice 
but to throw the rascals out in 


“T just don’t think we're go-~ 
ing to see 2. and 3-year-olds 
marching on Queen’s Park,” 
McGuinty said, referring to the 
immunized children, 
alan tindlayetor.sunpub.com 


Protesters from the city of 


@ PROTEST. 
iS Carrying 
Signs — some 
More creative 
than others, 
left — march ! 
on Queen’s 
Park yesterday 
to demand the 
McGuinty gov- 
ernment stop 
breaking Prom- 
ises and holda 
referendum on 
tax hikes. The 
Premier re. 
SPonded to the 
March by 
Pointing out 
much larger 
Protests held 
for his Prede- 
cessors, 
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2 Smokie AND 
Iwite guir 
TALI IAIG To 


DNAX cL 
| 


As 
writer Rex Murphy 


tly put it: “The absolute, ne Me - 
al ee and utter centre oe sats 
i . was his formal public pledg 
ae taxes. That message ; 
was the McGuinty campaign. 
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The Lawsuit 

On May 31* , the CTF commenced le- 
gal proceedings against Premier Dalton 
McGuinty and Finance Minister Sorbara. 
The CTF’s lawsuit seeks to compel Mr. Sor- 
bara to obey Ontario’s Taxpayer Protection 
Act, which prohibits him from introducing a 
bill that increases taxes or imposes new tax- 
es unless the government has first obtained 
approval through a referendum. 

The suit also seeks to hold Mr. McGuinty 
accountable for his breach of promise, based 
on the laws of contract and negligent misrep- 
resentation. There is plenty of evidence that 
the Liberals knew well before last fall’s elec- 
tion that the provincial deficit was approach- 
ing $5 billion. Yet the Liberal leader still 
signed the CTF’s Taxpayer Protection Prom- 
ise, a contract in which he pledged to hold 
the line on taxes, and which was key to his 
election victory. 

The CTF would prefer this battle be fought 
democratically, not in the courts. In Ontario, 
however, a lawsuit is the only option taxpay- 
ers have. Unlike places like British Colum- 
bia and California, Ontario does not have 
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recall legislation. Voters here cannot hold 
their government accountable between elec- 
tions — and the result is that politicians feel 
they can break their promises with smug im- 
punity. 

Until now, that is. If this lawsuit is suc- 
cessful, it will do more than settle the legal 
issues surrounding the Ontario budget. It 
will send a message to all politicians that tax- 
payers are fed up with broken promises and 
are willing to fight back. 

The case was originally set to be heard on 
June 21. However, a postponement grant- 
ed Mr. McGuinty and Sorbara puts the hear- 
ing date back to November 15, 2004. Watch 
www.taxpayer.com, TaxAction and this maga- 
zine for updates! 


The Rally 
On Wednesday June 9", the CTF held a 

raucous rally in front of the Ontario legisla- 
ture. Speakers from various political parties 
and organizations addressed a noisy crowd. 
The rally was dubbed the “No More Taxes, No 
More Lies!” protest to express taxpayer anger 
against tax increases and broken promises. 


CAAA“s Ontario Ge 


Budget outragejA 
= Story, 


Rally photos by 
Pamela Iversen 


Is 
A 

BAD 
CHOICEH 


= 
Reuacl 


LYING Is 4 
pi. BAD CHOICE! 


Speak- 
er after 
speaker called on 

the government to rescind 
health premiums or call a referen- 
dum. As CTF federal director John Williamson 
told a cheering crowd: “The Liberals have a choice 
— respect the law and their promise by repealing 
the tax hikes or face the wrath of voters. If Dalton 
McGuinty and his Liberals pass their budget and 7U 
raise taxes we will have no other choice but to throw ri 
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the rascals out.” 


The Finance 


Committee 

Not to leave any 
stones unturned, the 
CTF’s Ontario direc- 
tor Tasha Kheirid- 
din accepted an in- 
vitation to make a 
presentation to the 
province’s Stand- 
ing Committee on 
Finance and Eco- 
nomic Affairs. 
This was the CTF’s 
last legislative 
opportunity to 
have the govern- 
ment “do the right 
thing” and remove 


the health tax or hold a province-wide 


referendum. 


Tasha argued that the tax not only consti- 


tutes a broken promise, but is regressive, un- 
certain, and unnecessary. The tax most seri- 
ously impacts lower and middle-income fam- 


ilies, with families in lower income brackets 
paying more — as a percentage of their in- 


come — than higher-in- 
come earners. In addi- 
tion, the government does 
not know how much rev- 
enue it will actually col- 
lect from the tax: power- 
ful unions like the Ontar- 
io Public Service Employ- 
ees Union are already say- 
ing the government itself 
has to pick up the tab for 
its members’ health tax- 
es — or face court action. 
Finally, with all parties 
having promised billions 
in new health care spend- 
ing in the recent feder- 

al election coupled with 
even modest spending 
control on the part of the 


@@The 


Liberals 
have a 
choice — 
respect 
the law 
and their 
promise 
by 
repealing 
the tax 
hikes or 
face the 
wrath of 
voters.99 


CTF Federal 
Director John 
Williamson 
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game Budget outrage4AyeOfrevontario 
Story, 


oS ee 


McGuinty 
government the new tax 
may well be unnecessary. 

Concluded Tasha to the committee: “The 
health care tax contained in section 17 of Bill 
83 constitutes an ill-thought-out cash grab 
that will not deliver the improvements to 
health care claimed by the government. For 
reasons of accountability, adverse financial 
impact on taxpayers, unreliability, and lack 
of necessity as a revenue source, this tax will 
hurt, not help, Ontario taxpayers, and will not 
fix the government's real problem, which is 
overspending.” 


Conclusion 

Since May 18" the CTF has received count- 
less letters, e-mails and phone calls demand- 
ing that “something be done”. That’s what the 
CTF does. We don’t sit back and complain. 
We use every tool at our disposal to demand 
taxpayers and voters be treated with the re- 
spect they deserve. Clearly, our impact on this 
issue transcended the borders of Ontario with 
angry voters in the recent federal election de- 
manding that politicians keep their word. 
Taxpayers in every part of the country deserve 
no less.m 
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When a tax cut is not a tax cut 


Quebec’s $800-million expansion of the welfare state 


By John Williamson & Bruce 
Winchester 


he election of Jean 
Charest’s Liberals in 
Quebec one year ago 


was largely seen as a vote 

for change and a chance for 
economic renewal. Yet to- 
day, when Quebec taxpayers 
measure up the budget poli- 
cies of the governing Liberals 
and Opposition Parti Québé- 
cois the conclusion is a sim- 
ple one: “Liberal or Péquiste, 

Y it’s the same old story.” 

This is surprising because 
the promise of a lighter Que- 
bec tax burden was one of 
Premier Charest’s key cam- 
paign planks. Quebec has 

one of the heaviest tax bur- 

dens in North America and 
high taxes are a big rea- 
son the province’s 


Quebec income taxpayers 


by selected income tax groupings -- 2001 Tax Year 


job growth lags behind On- 
tario and its major trading 
partners. Mr. Charest told 
voters he was ready to break 
with the past and reduce the 
tax bite. So when Finance 
Minister Yves Séguin boast- 
ed in his 2004 budget 
speech: “I am an- 
nouncing today that 
we will put $1-bil- 
lion back into 
taxpayers’ pock- 
ets,” taxpayers 
were hopeful. 


|| % of Total Returns 


% of Provincial Tax Paid 
37.5% 


2.0% 
az 


$100,000+ 


According to Statistics 
Canada, on average, individ- 
uals with income of $7,650 
pay $650 in federal and 
provincial income taxes; 
those earning $29,000 pay 
$5,250, and a person mak- 
ing $63,135 pays out a hefty 
$18,260 in taxes. As Que- 
beckers climb the income 
ladder the tax burden be- 
comes heavier and heavier. 

In 2005, taxpayers will 
save about $220-million as a 
result of simplifying the prov- 
ince’s tax code. That is cer- 


@@The Quebec govern- 
ment will soon be issuing al- 
most $800-million in rebate 
cheques to people who pay 
very little or no provincial in- 
come tax. This is not tax | 
relief as understood by | 

taxpayers, rather it 

is enhanced wel- 


s fare! @® 
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tainly good news, but it is no- 
where near enough to change 
Quebec’s high taxation rank- 
ing or significantly impact 
how much individuals pay to 
Quebec City. Although this 
change will benefit taxpayers 
with incomes below $40,000, 
for anyone with a higher in- 
come the savings will amount 
to a paltry S60 annually. 

But what about the rest of 
the Charest billion dollar tax 
cut? More than half, $550- 
million, will be paid directly 
to families thanks to the in- 
troduction of a new Child As- 
sistance Program, and an- 
other $240-million will go to 
low-income workers in the 
form of a work premium. 

This is tax relief? 

Couples with children will 
receive $2,000 to $5,000 
per year depending on the 
number of children. The 
benefit will be quickly 
clawed-back for single earner 
families with incomes above 
$31,600 and dual family in- 
comes above $42,800. Peo- 
ple without children or high- 
er incomes will receive no 
cheque from the government. 

The “work premium” is 
worth between $280 and 
$2,800 each year. Those 
earning less than $15,000 
will receive the largest pay- 
ments. If an individual’s 
earnings are greater than 
$40,000 the benefit is negli- 
gible. 

The result of all this is the 
Quebec government will soon 
be issuing almost $800-mil- 
lion in rebate cheques to peo- 
ple who pay very little or no 
provincial income tax. This 
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is not tax relief as under- 
stood by taxpayers, rather it 
is enhanced welfare! 

Consider the following 
data from Statistics Canada. 
The 2.2-million Quebec tax- 
payers earning $15,000 or 
less account for 39.1 per cent 
of tax filers and pay $97-mil- 
lion to the provincial govern- 
ment. That amount repre- 
sents less than one per cent 
of provincial personal in- 


come tax revenues. Those 
earning between $15,000 and 
$50,000 account for 47.2 per 
cent of filers and pay $6.3- 
billion or 39.4 per cent of in- 
come tax revenues. Indi- 
viduals earning 50,000 to 
$100,000 in income make up 
11.7 per cent of filers yet pay 
almost S6-billion to govern- 
ment — 37.5% of provincial 
receipts. Finally, only two 
per cent of Quebeckers earn 
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Exclusively for CTF supporters: The CTF has partnered with a long distance 
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more than $100,000 yet their 
returns total $3.6-billion and 
account for 22.5 per cent of 
income tax revenues. 

The conclusion is ines- 
capable. To provide broad- 
based tax relief, the Quebec 
government will need to re- 
duce taxes on middle- and 
high-income earners. Yet 


THE TAXPAYER 


the Charest government es- 
chewed broadly based tax re- 
lief and chose expansion of 
Quebec’s already bloated wel- 
fare state. By our count, the 
Quebec government’s budg- 
et was short $800-million in 
promised tax relief. 

On budget day Mr. Séguin 
said, “This gesture clearly 


demonstrates our intention 
to reduce income tax and see 
to it that, in a few years’ time, 
Quebecers no longer bear the 
heaviest tax burden in North 
America.” The government 
has fallen well short of its 
stated goal and Mr. Charest 
has likely missed his window 
to reduce Quebec’s taxes. 


Free at Last 


ax Freedom Day (TFD) feel on June 28" 
this year. Calculated by the Vancouver- 
based Fraser Institute, TFD is the day you 
stop working for government and start working 
for yourself. Prior to June 28" the equivalent of 
all your income went to 
pay taxes to the three 
levels of government 
This year TFD falls 


2004 Provincial 


Tax Freedom 
Days * 


PEI* June 10 _ ten days later than just 
nine years ago. Modest 
sad Shela) gains made in 2000 are 
NB* June 13 now once again retreat- 
NL* neni ing thanks in no small 
part to CPP tax hikes, 
NS* June 18 creeping fee hikes and 
MB June 23 other veiled tax ae 
creases. Last spring’s 
SK June 25 bad news, big spending 
ON June 27 budgets leave taxpay- 
ers labouring longer for 
Canada June 28 government this year. 
PQ June 30 Canadians worked 
177 days to feed the big 
BC July 3 tax collection monster. 
* Atlantic provinces experience A very hungry monster 
TFD earlier due to the larger chewing upa whopping 


48% 
of the average 
household income. 

Broken down between the 
three levels of government it 
looks like this: From January 
1* until April 11", we worked for 
Ottawa (56.6%). After a good night's rest we then 
worked for the provinces from April 12 to June 
16" (36.4%). Finally, we toiled from June 17” 
until June 28" for City Hall (7.0%). 


Rest assured your CTF remains vigilant in de- 
manding governments control their wasteful 
spending habits and reform core programs: the 
number one and two ingredients in ever rising 
taxes! m 


Taxes of the Average Family 2004 -- (with two or more individuals) 


Sin & 
excise 
taxes 


Fuel & 
vehicle 
license taxes 


Cash 
Income 


75,436 12,306 5,962 2,442 1,002 


Social security, |} Property | Import 
pension taxes duties 

medical taxes 
284 


7,821 


Profit Natural | Other 
tax resource | taxes 
levies 
423 752 


2,810 2,990 


Average Family Tax Bill 


Provincial government 


Municipal government Total tax bi 


Federal government 
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by Bruce Winchester 
his summer motorists and taxpay- 

ers are fuming mad about record high 

gasoline prices. In May, some motor- 
ists were paying as much as one dollar per li- 
tre! 

It's hard to control the price of oil, particu- 
larly with turmoil in the Middle East, and so 
far nobody has uncovered a price fixing con- 
spiracy among Canada’s big oil companies. 
But we can control gasoline taxes which ac- 
count for an average of 42 per cent of the 
price at the pump. In fact, when you take tax- 
es out of the equation, gasoline is cheaper 
here than in the United States. 

Ten cents per litre of federal excise taxes 
on gasoline will ring in $4.7 billion in gaso- 
line tax revenue in 2004-2005. While provin- 
cial and municipal gas taxes range from a low 
of 9 cents per litre in Alberta to a high of 20.5 
cents per litre in British Columbia, all told 
provincial gasoline taxes brought in another 
$7.4 billion in 2003-2004. But tax abuse 
doesn't stop there, the GST is charged on 
the total pump price — which includes 
federal and provincial gasoline taxes 
— making it a tax on tax. Unlike the 
other two gasoline taxes, GST rev- 


Federal director John 
Williamson with the 
CTF’s van 
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enues from gasoline sales actually increase 
with higher gasoline prices. A year-long gaso- 
line price of one dollar per litre pours an ex- 
tra $430 million — on top of $1.2 billion in 
GST collected on gasoline sales last year — 
into Ottawa’s coffers. 

There is no question, reducing gasoline tax- 
es would give motorists a much needed break 
at the pumps. Depending on where you live, 
not charging the GST on the provincial and 
federal gasoline taxes would save you be- 
tween one and two cents per litre. And since 
the federal gasoline tax was increased in 1995 
to eliminate the deficit, six years of balanced 
books later motorists are due for a quick 1.5 
cent per litre cut in gasoline 

taxes. Finally, a further re- 
duction of 1.5 to 3 cents of 
the federal excise tax rep- 
; resents a $600 million re- 
< duction to federal coffers, 
a minuscule two thirds of 
one per cent 
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of total federal revenues. Simply put, Ottawa 
can afford to cut gasoline taxes. 

On the other side of the ledger, directing 
gasoline taxes to roads; results are mixed. 
Many province’s road and highway spend- 
ing actually match or exceed gasoline tax rev- 
enues, but some, like Ontario, fall short of 
spending all gasoline tax revenues on provin- 
cial and municipal roads. There is no debate 
or grey area when it comes to the federal gov- 
ernment. Ottawa has shortchanged motorists 
by spending less than 2.5 per cent of gasoline 
tax revenues on roadway and highway spend- 
ing. 

When it comes to our cities and towns, they 
are the ones who spend the most money on 
roads. In fact, municipalities are responsi- 
ble for most of the roads in Canada. In 2002, 
Canada’s municipalities spent $7.6 billion on 
roads. But, of course, local governments rely 
on property taxes as their main source of rev- 
enues. Finding a way to fill the gap between 
a federal government with excess gasoline tax 
revenues and municipalities with lots of roads 
has generated a lot of interest among Canada’s 
federal political leaders. 

This year, your CTF struck while the iron 
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Canadian Average 
Gas Price Breakdown 


Marketer 


38% Margin 


Crude Content 


was hot and set out on a 30 day, 40 city tour 
— with a campaign decorated van — of five 
provinces to build support for gasoline tax 
cuts and dedicated federal gasoline taxes. 
The campaign was dubbed “Running on emp- 
ty, fuming to Ottawa.” The political climate in 
late May 2004 couldn't have been better, gas 
prices were soaring, motorists were frustrated 
and a federal election was in full swing. Dur- 
ing the election campaign, there was a clear 
consensus that federal gasoline taxes were a 
rip-off, but each had their own ideas about 
how to fix the prob- 
lem: 
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e Jack Layton’s NDP likes our 
idea of dedicating five cents 
of gasoline taxes to munici- 
palities, but unfortunately, 
their commitment was to en- 
sure funds were not spent 
on roads but on transit and 
other alternatives to car use. 
The NDP have no plans to re- 
duce gasoline taxes. 


¢ Paul Martin’s Liberals of- 
fered up a warmed-over ver- 
sion of previous infrastruc- 
ture programs, while also 
campaigning on a tired slo- 
gan of a new deal for cities. 
They'll dedicate five cents to 


roads, highways and public 


transit, but won't say exactly 
how they'll do it. The Liber- 
als like gasoline taxes right where they are. 


¢ Stephen Harper’s Conserva- 
tive Party, offered provinces 
a3 cent per litre portion of 
federal gasoline taxes, while 
also promising motorists to 
axe the GST charged on fed- 
eral gasoline taxes and when 


fuel prices are more than 85 
cents per litre. 


Since 2002, your CTF has proposed a Mu- 
nicipal Roadway Trust (MRT) that would ded- 
icate half of fuel taxes to municipalities for 
roads and infrastructure, while the remainder 
would be returned to motorists and taxpay- 
ers in the form of lower taxes. Gasoline tax- 
es are a user fee on motorists: Governments 
should use it or lose it. Though a move to- 
ward reducing the GST take on gasoline tax- 
es is welcome, none of the political parties 
are prepared to ensure GST is not charged on 
all gasoline taxes. For instance, not charging 
GST on 10 cents per litre is only a 0.7 cent re- 
duction in the price of gasoline — a timid start. 
Similarly, taking money from motorists at the 
pumps and spending it on transit and alterna- 
tives to automobiles is just a different brand 
of the rip-off we already have at the pumps. 
Finally, spending the last three years promis- 


22 


ing a new deal for cities, but failing to actual- 
ly deliver the goods does not instill much con- 
fidence. 

As is often the case, your CTF - pardon the 
pun - is miles ahead of the politicians. 

The CTF’s Municipal Roadway Trust and 
substantial gas tax cuts enjoy the support of 
many Canadian motorists, and municipal 
leaders. Our thirty day trek across Canada 
very Clearly illustrated the depth of support 
for our ideas. Regardless of the party in pow- 
er in Ottawa, taxpayers can rest assured that 
the CTF will continue to push hard for real 
change at the pumps and on our roads. 


A 


of Canada’s Transportation 
Network 


Canada’s road system is comprised of 
a total of 900,000 km of roads, highways 
and bridges. Of these, 15,000 km are fed- 
erally owned (1.7 per cent); 231,000 km 
are provincially owned (25.7 per cent); 
and 655,000 km are municipally owned 
(72.9 per cent).* 

Approximately 40 per cent of all trav- 
el occurs on 5 per cent of Canada’s roads. 
Noteworthy among these was last year’s 
second runner up in the CTF’s Worst 
Highway Contest (a.k.a. the Highway from 


Hell Contest) - Highway 401 in Ontario. 
This highway is one of the busiest in the 
world, handling 350,000 vehicles per day, 
equivalent to all 16 lanes being full for 11 
hours straight each day.* 

The rate of automobile and truck traf- 


fic has increased faster than econom- 
ic growth. Traffic is growing 

faster than the road network 

can accommodate. If cur- 

rent patterns continue, 

total vehicle use could 

increase by as much 

as 50 per cent to 60 

per cent by 2015.m* 


*Source: Transport Canada, Vision and Balance: Canada 


Transportation Act Review, (Ottawa; June 2001). 
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If you haven already 
signed the CTF Gas Tax Pe- 
tition please sign up online 
at: https:/;www.taxpayer.com/ 
cuttaxes.htmm— 


Federal Director John 
Williamson (left) and BC 
director Sara MacIntyre 
(centre) answer media 
questions at the Fuming 
Tour’s inaugural news 
conference at Mile 0 of the 
Trans Canada Highway in 
Victoria, British Columbia 


The CTF 


Municipal Roadway Trust: 


Dedicates $2.3 billion in 
federal gasoline tax reve- 
nue to all of Canada’s mu- 
nicipalities; 

¢ Apportioned based on 
Gross Domestic Product - 
a measure of relative gaso- 
line consumption; 


¢ MRT to run for three 
years, then subject to re- 
newal by Parliament; 


¢ Municipal spending of 
MRT funds to be audit- 
ed by the federal Auditor 
General; 


¢ Municipalities found to 
not be spending MRT 
funds on roads will have 
their MRT funds for the 
next year cancelled; 


¢ MRT funds are equiva- 
lent to 6.6% of munici- 
pal property taxes collect- 
ed — making a reduction 
of between five and 18 
per cent of property taxes 
possible.» 


Municipal Roadway Trust & your Communi 


Yearly funds selected communities would receive under CTF pla 


(in $ million) 
Toronto 
Vancouver 
Calgary 
Edmonton 
Ottawa 
Montreal 
Hamilton 
Winnipeg 
Quebec 
London 
Kitchener 
St. Catharines 
Windsor 
Oshawa 


Victoria 


383.1 
135.1 
103.3 
91.0 
78.4 
223.8 
48.5 
44.8 
rae 
31.6 
30.7 
AD 
22.7 
22.0 
18.9 
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Saskatoon 
Regina 

Red Deer 
Lethbridge 
Kingston 
Abbotsford 
Sudbury 
Medicine Hat 
St. John's 
Sherbrooke 
Saguanay 
Saint John 
Thunder Bay 
Trois Riviers 
Grand Prairie 


Kamloops 


15.2 
13.5 
11.8 
11.7 
11.1 
11.1 
10.7 
10.7 
10.6 
9.4 
9.0 
8.6 
8.7 
7.3 
6.4 
6.0 


Prince George 
Chilliwack 
Vernon 
Prince Albert 
Moose Jaw 
Wetaskiwin 
Brandon 
Moncton 
Drumheller 
Banff 

Peace River 
Salmon Arm 
Yorkton 
Vermillion 
Merrit 


Lloydminister 
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Gas Tax Honesty Campaign(ilc Markers 


Here are some highlights of progress made by your CTF over six years of gas tax campaigns. 


° On May 20", 1999, the CTF held its first Gas push for a MRT. The federation adopted a res- 


Tax Honesty Day calling for gasoline service 
stations to list both the pre-tax and post-tax 
price of gasoline. On the day of 
our news conference in Burling- 
ton, Ontario, one gas station bill- 
board posted the pre-tax price of 
26 cents, which caused a small 
traffic jam at the pumps. In the 
past five years, the CTF has played 
an important role in educating taxpayers and 
politicians about the taxable and non-taxable 
pump price of gasoline. 


Responding to CTF pressure for more infor- 
mation on the costs of gasoline, the Canadian 
Institute for Petroleum Information began pub- 
lishing, in February 2000, a bi-weekly report 
of fuel prices including four components deter- 
mining prices: government taxes, refiner mar- 
gin, marketing margin, and crude costs. 


In 2001, large gasoline chain retailers be- 
gan posting pump price breakdowns at the 
pumps. The CTF applauds the industry for 
helping consumers better understand the tax 
component of gasoline prices. 


In January 2002, Canadian municipalities 
joined the CTF by asking the federal and pro- 
vincial governments for more money to help 
fund upgrades to crumbling municipal in- 
frastructure. 


On May 16, 2002, the CTF 
proposed a Municipal Road- 
way Trust (MRT) in response to 
growing demand from munici- 
palities for funds to cover road- 
way construction and mainte- 
nance costs. Toronto Deputy 
Mayor Case Ootes joins the CTF 
in Toronto to lend support to the 
CTF’s MRT model. 


On May 30%, 2003, CTF feder- 
al director Walter Robinson ad- 
dressed the Federation of Cana- 
dian Municipalities, urging their 
members to join the CTF and 


at 


F’s Highway f 


ell contest was w 


olution to push the federal government for op- 
tions to share gasoline tax revenues. 


‘Share the gas tax fairly 


NA O_hillian 


* National Post editorial endorses the 


CTF’s Municipal Roadway Trust 


In September 2003, the CTF announced the 
winner of its Highway from Hell contest — high- 
lighting the connection between poor roads 
and government profiting at the pumps. 


In 2003, Liberal leader Dalton McGuinty 
pledged to allocate 2 cents of the provincial 
gasoline tax to municipal transit, but failed to 
make a commitment for a portion dedicated to 
roads. On May 18, 2004, the Ontario budget 
allocated 1 cent of the provincial gasoline tax 
to municipalities. 


On March 1*, 2004, the province of Manitoba 
tabled Bill-14, which will track all provin- 
cial roadway spending transfers to Man- 
itoba’s municipalities relative to provin- 
cial gasoline tax collection. This 
bill represents the boldest move 
toward an MRT in the country. 


° During the 2004 federal elec- 
tion each of the three main 
party leaders made their most 
specific policy statements on 
federal fuel tax revenues to 
date. All borrowed pages from 
the CTF’s Municipal Road- 
way Trust, and in the case of 
the Conservative Party, also 
promised modest tax relief. 
Whether these commitments 
are kept remains to be seen — 
but there can be no ambiguity 
about what was committed.» 
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VICTORY 


for tex eaqawalityw 


n April 29", the Su- 
preme Court an- 
nounced the highest 


court in Canada would not 
hear the appeal of Benoit v. 
Canada — also known at the 
Treaty 8 appeal. As is usual, 
the Supreme Court of Cana- 
da did not provide an expla- 
nation as to why they would 
not hear the case. 

Your CTF intervened at tri- 
al and again on appeal to ar- 
gue for the equality of all Ca- 
nadian taxpayers, regardless 
of race or ancestry. As in- 
terveners in Benoit v. Can- 


ada, we applaud 
the Supreme Court 
of Canada for not 
hearing the appeal. 
This is a great vic- 
tory for all taxpay- 
ers, knowing that 
they will be treated 
equally regardless 
of race or ancestry. 
Our federal and 


by Tanis Fiss 
Centre for Aboriginal 
Policy Change 


Indian, commenced a 
court action in 1992 
claiming that Treaty 
8 Indians (who occu- 
py a large geographic 
area in Alberta, Brit- 
ish Columbia, Sas- 
katchewan, and the 
North West Territo- 
ries) were given an 
oral pledge in 1899 


Director 


provincial legislatures can 
create legitimate tax exemp- 
tions to fight poverty, but tax 
exemptions should never be 
based on race or ancestry. 
Gordon Benoit, a Treaty 8 


that they and their descend- 
ants would be exempt from 
paying tax. 

In March of 2002, the 
Federal Trial Court ruled 
in Mr. Benoit’s favour, de- 
claring that descendants of 
the Treaty 8 Indians do not 
have to pay any tax at any 
time for any reason. In June 
of 2003, the Federal Court 
of Appeal reversed the tri- 
al Judgement, dismissing 
Mr. Benoit’s claim. The Su- 
preme Court of Canada’s de- 
cision to not hear the appeal 
means the Federal Court of 
Appeal judgement will stand. 

This case had huge na- 
tional implications. Indi- 


CTF Alberta director and 
in-house legal counsel John 
Carpay handles media 
questions concerning the 
CTF’s intervention in the 
Treaty 8 court challenge. 
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an leaders in Saskatch- 
ewan were pushing for all 
100,000 people of aborigi- 
nal descent in the province 
to be completely tax-free. 
They were arguing that if 


the ancestors from one trea- 
ty were promised a total tax 
exemption, the signatories 
of all treaties must get the 
same treatment. Obvious- 
ly this would have created 


a tax system based on race, 
not income. 

Your CTF was proud to be 
part of such an important 
and historic case on your 
behalf.m 


Centre for Aboriginal Policy Change’s Latest Position Paper 


or more than 100 
years the Indian Act 
has segregated Indi- 


ans from Canadian society. 
By targeting one segment 
of Canadian society, the 
Act isolates Indians from 
other Canadian citizens by 
placing them on reserves; 
thus the system limits 
their ability to fully partici- 
pate in the economy. 

Apartheid: Canada’s 
Ugly Secret released in 
April 2004, outlines the 
history of the Indian re- 
serve system and shows 
that increased govern- 
ment spending and incen- 
tives have not improved 
the conditions of Indian 
reserves in Canada. In ad- 
dition, the paper outlines 
the inequality current leg- 
islation and policy has cre- 
ated. For Indian commu- 
nities to compete success- 
fully within the Canadi- 
an economic mainstream, 
the Indian reserve system 
in Canada must be phased 
out. 

The most imperative in- 
gredient for native com- 
munities to have long-term 
economic viability is in- 
dividual private proper- 
ty rights. The key to gen- 


Us| 


Canadas 


@@The most 
imperative ingredient 
for native communities to 
have long-term economic 
viability is individual 
private property rights. 
The key to generating 
wealth and prosperity 
is easily identifiable 
individual property 
that can be leveraged 
for loans and wealth 
creation.99 
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Secret 


: erating wealth and pros- 
q [ ¢ | perity is easily identifiable 
individual property that 


can be leveraged for loans 
and wealth creation. Most 
Canadians can borrow 
against their own private 
property and thus capi- 
tal is obtained to invest in 
new business ventures. 
Unfortunately, the land 
which comprises a reserve 
is owned by the Crown 
and is controlled collec- 
tively by the native band 


council, not by individuals. 


This treatment of native 
Canadians under the In- 
dian Act is unequal and is 
the reason why many peo- 
ple in native communities 
live in poverty. 

There are individuals 
who choose to hold prop- 
erty in a communal man- 
ner. For example, Hutter- 
ites choose to hold proper- 
ty in a communal manner. 
But this is their choice, 
not an imposition. 

Clearly, treating one 
group of Canadians dif- 
ferently is wrong both 
morally and intellectual- 
ly. For the last 50 years 
the world has seen human 
rights legislation passed 
in a number of countries. 
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hay 66Canada continues to move ae the auth. 

“se. of segregation and balkanization. If not 

tr ward division, will only 
nour cultural, political and 


mictebrie 99 


All of this legislation has 
equality of rights and re- 
sponsibilities at its core. 
Nevertheless, Canada con- 
tinues to move down the 
path of segregation and 
balkanization. If not re- 
versed, this trend toward 
division, will only serve to 
weaken our cultural, politi- 
cal and economic fabric. 

The following four rec- 
ommendations are detailed 
in the paper: 


Recommendation 1: 
The Canadian govern- 
ment must abolish the In- 


Pe ee : — 


dian reserve system; thus 
allowing individual native 
Canadians the freedom to 
choose how and where they 
live. 


Recommendation 2: 
The tax exemption now 
provided for Indians living 
and working on reserves 
is a provision of the Indian 
Act, not the Canadian Con- 
stitution. The Indian Act is 
like any other piece of leg- 
islation, capable of being 
amended and/or abolished 
at any time. Taxation at 
all levels (municipal, pro- 
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Editorial comment on 
CTF’s position paper 

Apartheid: Canada’s 
Ugly Secret 


Globe and Mail 

es 20, 2004 

“The report's conclusion 

- that the Indian Act itself 
should be abolished and 
reserves parcelled out as 
private property to the 
people who live on them - is 
relatively radical stuff. But 
its author, Tanis Fiss makes a 
compelling argument.” 


National Post 

April 24, 2004 

“As its name suggests, the 
report is suitably blunt about 
the “Third World conditions’ 
common on reserves. And 
it does not shy away from 
bold solutions. Rather than 
simply tinkering with the 
present model, [the report] 
proposes doing away with 
reserves altogether.” 


Centre for Aboriginal Policy Change 


vincial, federal) should be 
phased in for Indians over a 
period of ten years. 


Recommendation 3: 
If native communities 

are to become economical- 
ly self-sustaining, the reserve 
land which is now held by 
the Crown should be trans- 
ferred to individual natives 
living on-reserve. It will be 
up to natives themselves to 
decide if they want to trans- 
fer the land into a commu- 
nal arrangement or allow for 
the property to be owned and 
managed individually. 


Recommendation 4: 
As a step toward the elim- 
ination of the Indian reserve 
system, no new reserves, or 
“urban reserves” should be 
established. 


The Canadian Taxpayers 


@6The Canadian Taxpayers 
Federation believes Canadians 

- all Canadians are fundamentally 
alike. Therefore, all legislation 

and government policy must be 
based on fairness and equality — not 


race.99 


ter Trudeau once stated, “The 
time is now to decide wheth- 
er the Indians will be a race 
apart in Canada or wheth- 

er [they] will be Canadians of 
full status.” In other words, 
the time for equality is now.= 


Federation believes Canadi- 
ans — all Canadians are fun- 
damentally alike. Therefore, 
all legislation and govern- 
ment policy must be based 
on fairness and equality — not 
race. As former Prime Minis- 


Westbank Senate 


Presentation 


n May 4, 2004 CAPC director Tanis Fiss appeared be- 
fore the Senate Standing Committee on Aboriginal Af- 


fairs to express CTF opposition to the Westbank Self- 
Government Agreement (Bill C-11). 

The agreement will deny certain Canadians the right to vote 
in community elections and in so doing will strip fundamental 
rights of Canadian citizens 

The Westbank Self-Government Agreement (Bill C-11) will 
shield the Westbank government from application of the Char- 
ter of Rights and Freedoms. In other words, Westbank laws 
could discriminate between residents of Westbank based on 
their race, religion, or gender and the victim of discrimination 
could not use the Charter to strike down the offence. 
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Centre for Aboriginal Policy Change 


There are some who will argue that the not allowed to vote on the agreement at all. 
Westbank agreement is not a Treaty, therefore, Not being able to vote in community elec- 
it is merely a piece of legislation that can be tions will be ongoing at Westbank. If passed, 


amended and/or abolished at anytime. They the self-government agreement will give the 
will further argue that the Charter will still ap- Westbank Indian Band members absolute 


ply to Westbank. Not necessarily. power over the entire community of 8,000 
Even though the Supreme Court of Cana- people. The Westbank Indian Band will col- 
da has repeatedly rejected the claim that “in- lect taxes from non-Aboriginal people who live 
herent-right” to self-government for Aborigi- or own businesses on the reserve, but the In- 


nal peoples is contained within the 1982 Con- dian Band will not let these people participate 
stitution Act, the Westbank agreement is writ- in community elections — a clear violation of 
ten on the premise the “inherent-right” to self- | the Charter. This amounts to taxation with- 
government is implied under Section 35 of the out representation. 


Constitution. Section 35 of the Constitution Accountability will be severely lacking with- 
protects existing Aboriginal (“existing”, mean- in the Westbank community. Under the terms 
ing prior to 1982) and Treaty rights. There- of the agreement, Westbank law 


fore, the agreement has the real possi- 
bility to become entrenched 
in the Constitution and in 
effect, “written in stone.” 
Once entrenched 


will prevail over any federal or 
provincial law that 
may be inconsist- 
ent; the agree- 
ment only pro- 


in the Constitution vides that 
based on the premise Westbank’s fi- 
of an “inherent right” nancial ac- 


to self-government, 
this means Section 


25 oF ine CoMscnr @@Even though the Supreme Court of Canada has repeatedly 
tion will also apply 


to the agreement rejected the claim that ‘inherent-right’ to self-government for 
The equality rights Aboriginal peoples is contained within the 1982 Constitution Act, 


of the Charter do the Westbank agreement is written on the premise the ‘inherent- 
not apply to Aborig- right’ to self-government is implied under Section 35 of the 
inal communities Constitution. 98 


under Section 25 
of the Constitution. 


This will be the case no matter what is written countability standards be comparable to oth- 


in the agreement because the Constitution is er public governments. However, there are no 
the supreme law of Canada. provisions to make Westbank disclose its fi- 

It has been said that the Westbank Agree- nancial statements. So a government elected 
ment is widely supported in the community by 500 and receiving taxes from 8000, and re- 
and is “democracy in action”. Really? ceiving federal transfer payments provided by 

It took three votes by Westbank Band mem- Canadian taxpayers, will only be accountable 
bers to finally agree to the deal. The agree- to itself. 
ment successfully passed on the third vote be- The federal government plans to use the 


cause they reduced the required majority from Westbank self-government agreement as a 
a super majority to a simply majority. Of the —_ template for future negotiations. This piece 


430 Westbank eligible voters, 195 voted for of legislation will set a precedent which other 
and 170 against. Seems like a divided com- Indian Bands will follow. Clearly, this agree- 
munity. Furthermore, the 7,500 non-natives —_— ment will have national repercussions for gen- 


who live or own businesses in Westbank were _ erations of Canadians.m 
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Each month CTF offices in five provinces and Ottawa handle hundreds of media interviews and in- 
quiries, hold press conferences, publish reports, make presentations to government and issue regu- 
lar news releases, commentaries and publications to advocate the common interest of taxpayers. CTF 
representatives also speak at functions and organize major campaigns nationally and in the provinc- 
es that lead to public policy change. The following highlights activities for the months of March and 


Saskatchewan director 
David MacLean 
delivers “No More 
Taxes” petitions to the 
provincial legislature 


April 2004: 


MARCH 


NATIONAL: The CTF hosts 

its sixth annual Teddy Waste 
Awards at a black tie ceremony 
on Parliament Hill. This year’s 
winners of the famed golden 
sow include the sponsorship 
program in the federal cate- 
gory, the Manitoba Arts Coun- 
cil in the provincial, and Gov- 
ernor General Adrienne Clark- 
son receiving the prestigious 
lifetime achievement award. 


FEDERAL: The CTF releas- 

es a position paper on CPP re- 
form authored by former di- 
rector and author Mark Milke 
calling for an increase in the el- 
igibility age, creation of individ- 
ual savings accounts and a re- 
duction in EI premiums to off- 
set CPP hikes. 


ALBERTA: Premier Klein 
agrees not to spend tax dollars 
advertising highlights of the 
province’s 2004 budget after 
director John Carpay penned 
an open letter to the premier 
asking the government to 
refrain from wasteful- 
ly promoting its budget 
which cost taxpayers 
$230,000 last year. 


FEDERAL: Mod- 
est debt repayment 
and the sale of the 
federal government's re- 
maining shares of Petro 
Canada were positives in 
an otherwise disappointing 
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federal budget that increases 
spending by 9% over two years 
and offers no tax relief despite 
burgeoning surpluses. 


ALBERTA: Director John Car- 
pay criticizes Premier Klein’s 
high-spending budget for not 
reversing tax increases im- 
posed in 2002. The CTF con- 
tinues challenging Premier 
Klein to honour his pre-elec- 
tion promise that “the only way 
taxes are going is down”. 


CAPC: Director Tanis Fiss 
stands almost alone in op- 
position to the Westbank self 
government agreement. The 
agreement would shield the 
British Columbia band from 
application of the Charter, cre- 
ate a third order of govern- 
ment and impose taxation 
without representation. A Tax- 
Action urges supporters to 
contact their MP while Tanis 
appears before the Commons 
Senate Committee. 


MANITOBA: Director Adri- 
enne Batra makes a pre-budg- 
et submission to the City of 
Winnipeg's Executive Planning 
Committee emphasizing the 
positive impact of past tax cuts 
and warning of council's ea- 
gerness to spend in non-prior- 
ity areas. 


MANITOBA: The CTF joins a 
growing coalition in opposi- 
tion to the Doer government's 
forced unionization of the 


$660-million Red River Flood- 
way project. Director Adrienne 
Batra supports competitive ten- 
dering and predicts project costs 
will quickly balloon under the 
proposed policy. 


MANITOBA: As part of the Mani- 
toba Access to Information Net- 
work the CTF submits recom- 
mendations to the province's re- 
view of its Freedom of Informa- 
tion Act [see story page 38]. 


SASKATCHEWAN: On the eve 
of a provincial budget the CTF 
wraps up its “No More Tax 
Hikes” campaign with the de- 
livery of thousands of petitions 
demanding a balanced budget 
with no tax hikes. Since 1999, 
spending has grown 22% fast- 
er than revenues at a time when 
the province’s population is de- 
clining. 


APRIL 


CAPC: The CTF responds fa- 
vourably to the Supreme Court 
of Canada’s decision not to hear 
the Benoit v. Canada (Treaty 8) 
tax appeal [see story page 25]. 


ONTARIO: Director Tasha 
Kheiriddin presents the CTF’s 
2004 pre-budget submission to 
Finance Minister Greg Sorbara 
urging spending restraint and a 
firm commitment to the prov- 
ince’s Taxpayer Protection Act 
[see full story page 12]. 


MANITOBA: The Doer govern- 
ment sidesteps the province’s 
Taxpayer Protection Act by ex- 
panding the PST. Raising it 
would have required a referen- 
dum. Director Adrienne Batra 
criticizes a budget that continues 
to nickel and dime taxpayers and 
maintain bracket creep without 


Activity Report 
September and October 2007 


Media 
Interviews 
255 


Ottawa 

BC 103 
Alberta 101 
Ontario 99 
Manitoba 80 
Sask* 18 


Events/ Speeches/ 
Letters/Releases/ 
Reports/Meetings/Etc. 


27 
36 
29 
15 
14 


a 


* New director in place October 15th. 


any effort at cost containment. 


NATIONAL: Federal director 
John Williamson pens a com- 
mentary advocating for a pri- 
vate parallel heath care system to 
co-exist alongside the public one. 
The commentary is published in 
both the Vancouver Sun and Ot- 
tawa Sun. 


FEDERAL: The CTF reacts an- 
grily to Bill C-24. Passed in re- 
cord time, the bill extends health 
and disability benefits to re- 
tired MPs. Research director 
Bruce Winchester is quoted on 
the front page of the National 
Post after giving Senate testimo- 
ny suggesting the bill may set a 
precedent for Canada’s 3-million 
public servants. 


BRITISH COLUMBIA: In the 
wake of an illegal strike by the 
Hospital Employees Union the 
CTF launches a radio ad cam- 
paign providing facts on the 
unions generous compensation 
package. After thousands of sur- 
geries are canceled director Sara 
Macintyre goes one step further 
and offers to coordinate patients 
in a class action suit against 

the union [see story page 32] 

to hold the union accountable 
for their actions. 
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Director Bruce 
Winchester presents 
CTF’s opposition 

to Bill C-24 which 
extends health and 
disability benefits to 
retired MPs. It will 
set an expensive 
precedent for 
upcoming contract 
negotiations with 
government unions. 


The price of a health care 


MONOPOLY 


British Columbia 


ecently, British Colum- 
R= narrowly escaped the 

paralysing grip of a gen- 
eral strike. Once again a pub- 
lic sector union used the provin- 
cial economy and taxpayers as 
a bargaining chip at the negoti- 
ation table. This time it was the 
42,000 member Hospital Em- 
ployees Union (HEU) that took 
to the picket lines, dragging with 
them all their union brothers 
and sisters. The result: thou- 
sands of surgeries and diagnos- 
tic procedures were cancelled 
and patients and taxpayers were 
left without medical services. 

On April 28" the BC govern- 
ment responded with Bill 37, 
ordering the picketers back to 
work and the re-opening of our 
hospitals and clinics. HEU lead- 
ership issued a directive to its 
members to defy the order, forti- 
fy their fronts and to start plan- 
ning to shut down the province, 
industry by industry, until their 
demands were met. The only 
way the HEU came 
back to the table 
was with the threat 
of $400,000 in daily 
fines—not the con- 
cern for patients or 
health care. 

In addition to the 
human costs of pro- 
longed suffering, 
pain and anxiety of 
patients, the strike 
is estimated to have 
cost the province over six mil- 
lion dollars. The HEU’s gueril- 


by Sara 
Macintyre 


British Columbia Director 


la tactics cost patients access to 
health service, taxpayers six mil- 
lion dollars but what has it cost 
the union? Who will hold the 
HEU accountable? 

While the HEU sat illegal- 
ly on their picket lines asking 
for more, the Canadian Taxpay- 
ers Federation asked patients to 
contact us and to 
tell us their stories. 
Our office was in- 
undated with calls, 
e-mails and fax- 
es that outlined the 
very real and very 
personal impact 
of the HEU’s tac- 
tics. Since then, we 
have contracted le- 
gal counsel and are 
bringing patients to- 
gether to proceed 
with a class action 
suit against the HEU. 

In effect, the CTF has offered 
to act as a clearing house for 
those patients that want to tell 
the HEU that their il- 
legal action was un- 
acceptable and that 
their actions will 
have consequences. A 
number of steps must 
be taken before the 
class action suit can 
proceed. 

The suit will focus 
only on those pro- 
cedures and surger- 

ies that were cancelled 
once the government passed 
the back to work order and the 
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striking action by the HEU be- 
came illegal. Therefore, only pro- 
cedures and surgeries that were 
cancelled between April 29" and 
May 2" are eligible to move for- 
ward with legal action. Howev- 
er, before patients can file suit 
against the HEU, the Labour Re- 
lations Board must first rule that 
after April 28" the actions by the 
HEU were indeed illegal. At the 
time of publication, we had filed 
with the Labour Relations Board 
and were awaiting that ruling. 
Once we have that ruling, then a 
Writ of Summons and a State- 
ment of Claim will be filed nam- 
ing the claimants. 

The compensation amounts 


for the named claimants are 
expected to be nominal 

but most wish to pro- 

ceed on a statement of 
principle, not monetary 
gain. For too long, pub- 

lic sector unions have 
behaved like spoiled two 


@@For too 


long, public 
sector unions 
have behaved 


British Columbia 


tals, clinics and long-term care 
facilities can at any time hold 
the entire province hostage 
in demand for a more lucra- 
tive contract. Patients have no 
where else to go if their health 
facility is shut down. It was the 
HEU’s militant use of this pow- 
er in pursuit of their own ends 
and for their own benefit while 
flouting the needs of patients 
and the rule of law that pushed 
us to say ‘enough is enough’. 
Another BC 
strike demonstra- 
tive of the pow- 
er of public sector 
unions is the re- 
cent beer deliver- 
ers strike. When 


year olds, throwing tan- like a spoiled —_ Labatt’s and Mol- 
trums until the govern- two year olds, son's weren't being 
ment gives in; taxpayers throwing restocked in our 
and patients are saying tantrums liquor stores, beer 
enough. Watiline drinkers weren't 
Aside from the outra- forced to go thirsty 
government 


geous tactics employed 
by the HEU, this recent 
labour dispute has vivid- 
ly reminded voters, tax- 
payers and patients of the des- 
potic level of power that public 
sector unions wield over their 
ability to access public servic- 
es. Because politicians remain 
blindly and foolishly commit- 
ted to the idea of having only 
one health care provider, public 
sector unions will always hold 
the trump card. Public sector 
unions that work in our hospi- 


gives in@® 


or buy wine. No, 
beer drinkers had 
a choice, an al- 
ternative; they 
could buy local micro-brewed 
beer which pushed up produc- 
tion from our local breweries. 
When one supplier or deliver- 
er walked away, then anoth- 

er was there to pick up the de- 
mand. We allow adequate sup- 
ply and choice when it comes 
to our national drink, too bad 
the same does not exist for our 
health care system. 
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The HEU contract 


he HEU’s previous con- 
| tract was ‘negotiated’ by 

the NDP and was replete 
with all the callousness and 
gluttony of a government on its 
way out. The HEU’s wage rates 
and benefit packages were wild- 
ly out of syne with comparable 
private sector jobs as well as 
their provincial counterparts. 
Under the expired contract, for 
example, a housekeeper with 
the HEU received: 


e $24.10 an hour, 
¢ 36 hour work week, 


e 4-9 weeks of vacation (de- 
pending on tenure), 


e 


100% employer [read taxpay- 
er] paid medical, dental and 
long term disability benefits, 


¢ A pension plan, 


¢ A Worker’s Compensation 
benefit ‘top-up’ that pays 
HEU employees more when 
they are on WCB than when 
on they are on the job; and 


¢ Other goodies: 18 paid sick 
days, 2 paid education days, 
3 paid compassionate days 
and 5 paid days for mar- 
riage, in addition to their 
generous vacation packages. 


Even after the govern- 
ment meted its meagre 15% 
in cost savings, HEU employ- 
ees remain the best paid sup- 
port workers in the country. To 
sweeten the deal the BC govern- 
ment caved into HEU demands 
and gave up on future cost-sav- 
ings by capping the number of 
jobs that can be contracted out 
and setting aside a $25 million 
severance fund for those poor 
souls who have been told to 
look for work elsewhere. 


FD erte 


pending tax dol- 


GOVERNMEINTeADVERTISING S iss promos 


public health (eg. 


advertising where to 
get a flu shot) or public 
safety (eg. warning of ex- 


treme fire hazard, ban 


on campfires) is legiti- by John Carpay 
mate. But some govern- Aberta Director 
ment advertising is friv- 


olous, political and even patronizing. 

For example, over $248,000 was spent 
on billboards which showed the face of a 
very, very happy man and the words “Alber- 
ta’s new driver’s licence,” and other advertis- 

ing. But without these expensive billboards, 
Albertans will learn about the new format 
of driver’s licences on their own, when they 

jn ~ get their licence renewed at the end of five 
—_ years. Why spend precious tax dollars on 
billboards? Frivolous! 

Other advertising is political, even if non- 
partisan. This year the Alberta government, 
to its credit, did not spend tax dollars to 
promote Budget 2004-05. But last year it 
spent $230,000 to promote Budget 2003- 
04. Political! 

Other advertising is patronizing, like the 
hundreds of thousands of tax dollars spent 
each year to tell Albertans that smoking is 
bad for us. As if we didn’t already know, 
and as if the $32-per-carton provincial to- 
bacco tax didn’t already discourage people 
from smoking, Do we really need politicians 
to take our hard-earned money and use it to 
preach a message to us? 


Aue) s 3% sales tax on car insurance 


High car insurance rates for some drivers has been a big poli- 
tical issue for the past year. While pretending to care about the 
high cost of insurance, the Alberta government actually benefits 
from high premiums with a 3% tax on every insurance policy 
sold. This fiscal year (2004-05) the Alberta government will 

=| collect $165 million from insurance taxes, which cost the aver- 
«= age Alberta family over $200 per year, hidden in the price of 
insurance policies. 


The CTF launched a petition campaign to have this 3% hidden sales tax abolished, which is avail- 


able from the Edmonton office by calling (800) 661-0187 or off our website: www.taxpayer.com. 
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FXverta 


There are no rules or guidelines in place which 
govern how our tax dollars may — or may not — be 
spent on advertising. Discretion lies with the pre- 
mier and 23 cabinet ministers._ 


Where your money went 
The Alberta government spent $9.5 million of 


taxpayers’ money on advertising in 2002-03, as 
follows: 


Alberta Alcohol and Drug Abuse Commis- 


SiO ree eee tree ec te $1,701,000 
Public Affairs Bureau .............. $1,536,000 
Health and Wellness .................. $984,000 
Trans portatione meen nett $969,000 
Human Resources and 

EM mnplOyimenit; a asec-ceveeeee eee $560,000 
Children’s Services ..............0.0008 $560,000 
Agriculture, Food and Rural 

Devel pmcmtee- core tee $396,000 
Sustainable Resource 

Development sea er $346,000 
Agriculture Financial Services 

Colpo ee $346,000 
Community Development...........: $323,000 
OAnEMING oe es aes cere ae are ree $312,000 
[fUTFARLAAUCTHUUTE cncoooanoon0onndanonnonsonee $259,000 
Evironment wack: $167,000 
Governments chvilCeSmen erent $159,000 
Alberta Gaming and Liquor 

ComumiSsionmree eee $133,000 
REVENUE Sree ee ern ronan $115,000 
Municipal Atfairs se. are $102,000 
Eeonomic Development 2....... 4. $96,000 


Energy $81,000 
Alberta Energy and Utilities Board $68,000 


Innovation and Science................. $63,000 
Aboriginal Affairs and Northern Develop- 

ELE Ren toe ee etree ae an NN $44,000 
SEMIOUSHR ee cnet e ee eRe ero $42,000 
SolicitomGene kala eee rere $36,000 
[dub otal ele eaaada paca Gas AAC ORAS AR OMeHar Omar $32,000 
UUTISTICE Vent ec aan eer een mena mre $30,000 
International and Intergovernmental 

RCAC ONS ean nn ae eee eae $4,000 
CANIN ee eta eee nae ceenecam acne $2,000 
NOCH enadcdccsccscccccscasececesccnces $9,466,000 
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Health care premium tax 
costs Albertans 


$1 billion 


Budget 2004-05 leaves in place most 
of the tax increases which Premier Klein 
imposed in 2002. This new budget also 
projects that the Alberta government will 
collect $928 million — almost one bil- 
lion dollars — from Albertans by way of 
“health care premium” taxes this year. 
Like income tax, provincial property tax 
and the hotel room tax, all money collect- 
ed as “health care premiums” goes into 
general revenues. 

A family with children earning only 
$35,000 per year must pay $1,056 in 
“health care premium” taxes. In- 
dividuals earn- 
ing $16,000 per 
year or more 
must pay $528. 

This tax cre- 

ates a false im- 

pression about 

the true costs 

of health care. 

The Alber- 

ta government 

spends more ) 

than eight times 

as much on health 

care as what it con 

collects by way “si 

of the health care 

premium tax. The gov- 

ernment spends $13 million per year to 
collect this tax - enough to buy four MRI 
machines. 

The CTF’s campaign to abolish this re- 
gressive and deceptive tax continues with 
petitions available from the Edmonton 
office by calling (800) 661-0187 and from 
our web site at www.taxpayer.com.m= 


Rural property taxes remain obscenely high 


SO MUCH FOR SCHOOL TAX RELIEF 


here is something pungently rotten 
about the way Learning minister Andrew 
Thomson has handled the school tax is- 
sue. First, the repeated assertions by the min- 
ister and other members of cabinet that the 
school tax problem would be addressed have 
proven to be false. 

Then there was Thomson’s manipulative 
scheming to bring Saskatchewan Association of 
Rural Municipalities (SARM) and Saskatchewan 
Urban Municipalities Association (SUMA) to 
support the government's fight for more equal- 
ization handouts from the federal government. 
The equalization program transfers tax dollars 
from “have” provinces (Alberta and Ontario) to 
“have not” provinces so they can provide com- 
parable government services. 

What SUMA and SARM may not have real- 
ized is that the real motivation behind the gov- 
ernment’s equalization belly-aching is to provide 
a scapegoat for the province not doing anything 
on school taxes or any other problems dimly re- 
lated to money. 

For SARM and SUMA, not supporting the 
fight for a better equalization deal would be like 
not supporting the Roughrid- 
ers in October. However, Thom- 
son’s duplicitous linkage be- 
tween school tax reductions 
and increased equalization 
payments must make SARM 
and SUMA want to take a long, 
cold shower. 

The folly in all this is that 
there might never be a change to the equaliza- 
tion formula — certainly not till 2007. And even 
if there were a change that would somehow ben- 
efit Saskatchewan, we will have to be a “have 
not” province in order to receive it. Believe it 
or not, at the rate we're going with $35 dollar 


by David MacLean 


Saskatchewan Director 


oil, we won't get a dime of equalization money. 
Those who have rested their hopes for school 
tax relief on increased equalization have pur- 
chased a big bag of magic beans. 

This all comes as fallout from the $600,000 
Commission on Funding K-12 Education, 
chaired by long-time educator Ray Boughen, 
which turned out to be little more than NDP 
electioneering. The purpose of the commis- 
sion was to appear to be doing something in the 
lead-up to the provincial election, rather than 
actually doing something. 

The establishment of the commission si- 
lenced those concerned about school taxes long 
enough to prevent it from becoming a noisy 
election issue. It allowed the NDP to make vague 
statements about how the province’s fiscal sit- 
uation had room to accept recommendations 
aimed at lowering school taxes. 

Government optimism about the future of 
provincial finances petered out the day after 
they were re-elected. That's the same day that 
braying about equalization-short-changing-Sas- 
katchewan began in earnest. 

In January, Ray Boughen released his report 


@@What SUMA and SARM may not have realized 
is that the real motivation behind the government’s 
equalization belly-aching is to provide a scapegoat 
for the province not doing anything on school taxes 

or any other problems dimly related to money. 99 


recommending significant reductions to school 
taxes over the next five years and an offsetting 
increase in the PST. The Canadian Taxpayers 
Federation (CTF) opposed his recommenda- 
tions on the grounds that people need pure tax 
relief — not just different forms of taxation. How- 
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ever, had the commission’s recommendations 
been implemented to the word, we'd be better 


off than we are now. 


After all this hand wringing, public protest 
and hundreds of thousands of dollars spent 
on public consultation, we’re exactly where we 
were 15 years ago. In his official response to the 
Boughen Commission, Minister Thomson sim- 


“Wide Open 
Future” campaign 


investigated 

On previous pages of The 
Taxpayer your CTF has docu- 
mented the government's tax- 
payer-funded re-election ad- 
vertising campaign dubbed 
“Wide Open Future.” Last year, 
the CTF exposed massive cost 
overruns and government de- 
ception around who was pay- 
ing for it. 

The mess got a lot worse 
when it was revealed that 
Crown Investments Corpora- 
tion paid part of the costs. 

Now the provincial auditor 
has reported on the issue and 
raises serious questions about 
whether it was even legal for 
the government to use our util- 
ity bills to pay for advertising 
schemes. 

In his June report, Provin- 
cial Auditor Fred Wendel said 
“,..it is not clear whether the 
CIC has the authority to make 
expenditures related to broad 
advertising campaigns, such as 
the ‘Our Future is Wide Oper’ 
campaign.” 

Apparently, the govern- 
ment agreed. Before the audi- 
tor could release his report, 
the government amended leg- 
islation to enable CIC to spend 
your money however they see 
fit. m 


Saskatchewan 


ply dusted off a 1991 study and recommended 
forced school board amalgamation. 


Mr. Thomson doesn’t specify how much 


money we'll save or which boards will 
amalgamate — that’s up to another committee. 
Regardless of the outcome of amalgamation, 
without a windfall of magic beans, we won't see 
a penny in school tax relief.= 


Sask Learning spends $6 million 
on new offices 


Hot on the heels of the government’s announcement that 


it has no intention of providing school tax relief comes the 


revelation that Saskatchewan Learning has spent $6 million 
on new head offices. 
Your CTF used Freedom of Information legislation to ob- 


tain total costs for the move from reluctant bureaucrats. 


The CTF requested a variety of documents that might justify 
the move, including cost/benefit studies. Out of three boxes 
of department files, the government released only one piece 
of paper — a public relations document with ministerial talk- 


ing points. 


The only justification for the move was that the depart- 
ment felt they could better serve the public with a central 


downtown location, and that the province has a policy of re- 


vitalizing Regina’s downtown core. 


Since when 
is it the provin- 
cial government’s 
job to ‘revitalize’ 
downtown Re- 
gina? Here isa 
bold suggestion: 
How about hav- 
ing government 
offices where 
it makes the 
most economic 
sense? 

While the 
province hikes 
taxes, closes 
hospital beds 
and runs defi- 
cits, they can 
still find mon- 
ey for new of- 
fices? Go fig- 
ure.m 
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2.19 Grenfell Tower (Glass nan Building) ~ pgp Relocation 
(Glassm 
ding) 
EST 
Issue: 


partment of Learning. 
* facility SaskEnergy said 


former Department of 
(PSEST) into the G; =nfell T 


s ren 
find downtown office 


fair, open and cor e process, 
a id c CESS, as 
ithin the same time period, 


date several 


int (0 consoli Fits I 
> 


cations into one 
n downtown Regina. 
and services offered by 


enfell Tower, the 
pace ~ and was th 
criteria, 


‘andiord was able to 
e | oS 1 
Ne lowest-cost option on 


‘art of government Overall 
Securing more 
wotown and moving more employe 
ig ees 
Current Status: 


SPMC and the f 
ind the former PSEST , 
to Grenfell Tower hay PSEST are working to 


happens smoothly, 


gether (0 ensisr, 
‘gether to ensure the transition 


con April 1, 2002 
T: Communications; 
787-9225 


Division Contact for Co, munications: 797-6863 
2 63 


of government 


boondoggles, public access to 

government information has 
become more important than 
ever before. In a brief presented 
to the to the public review pro- 
cess for the Freedom of Informa- 
tion and Protection of Privacy Act 
(FIPPA) by the Manitoba Access 
to Information Network (MAIN) 
composed of the Provincial Coun- 
cil of Women of Manitoba, the Manitoba Li- 
brary Association, the Canadian Taxpayers 
Federation, the Consumer’s Association of 
Canada (Manitoba Division) and the Manito- 
ba Eco-Network, 25 amendments to the Act 
were recommended. These five groups are 
leading the charge to restore fairness, trans- 
parency and affordability to government in- 
formation. 

The government of Man- 
itoba has not provided an 
independent and detailed 
review of the Act and the 
method by which govern- 
ment delivers information. 


|E the days of AdScam and billion dollar 


by Adrienne 
Batra 
Manitoba Director 


Make your, 
voice heard 


from 
its previ- 
ous review of the 
Freedom of Infor- 
mation Act in 1997. 
Ironically, they denied 
a Freedom of Information 
request for these submissions. 

A proper review requires informa- 
tion about the suppliers of information, not 
just the users. MAIN’s brief brings forward 
concerns about supplier costs, time and 
procedure but without proper documen- 
tation. The government of Manitoba has 
never conducted — or at least disclosed 
—a user survey on access to government 
information. It is for all of these reasons 
that the government institute an all-party 
legislative committee to hold public hear- 
ings for the FIPPA review and require tes- 
timony from departments and agencies who 
supply information. 

As Leader of the Opposition in 1997, Gary 
Doer stated that he would commit to “... 
amend this act and repeal the regressive sec- 
tions of this act, and we will have a privacy 
commissioner available to the public as the 
first steps of public access.” Unfortunately, 
little to nothing has taken place. 

Freedom of information is a fundamen- 
tal democratic right which 
enhances timely access to 
substantive government in- 


formation necessary for 
the full discussion of poli- 


Modern information tech- 
nology makes routine dis- 
closure of government in- 
formation eminently feasi- 
ble and cost-effective. The 
government has not pro- 
vided access to the sub- 
missions of government 
departments and agencies 


Make your voice 
heard on this important demo- 
cratic issue — contact the FIP- 
PA Review at 1.800.617.3588 or e-mail 
at govrecs@gov.mb.ca and visit www. 
taxpayer.com and sign our online peti- 
tion to pry open the close doors of gov- 
ernment. 
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cy proposals and for hold- 
ing governments to account 
for their actions and per- 
formance. An information 
deficit is a democratic defi- 
cit and results in an un- 
level playing field between 
the government and its citi- 
zens.— 


“hfanitoba 


ear after year the NDP 
y government solidifies 

Manitoba’s place as a 
‘have not’ province, and Budg- 
et 2004 was more of the same. 
There was little for Manitobans 
to celebrate in this year’s budg- 
et as provincial coffers contin- 
ue to swell. Posting a balanced 
budget with a slim $3 million 
surplus, revenues are project- 
ed to increase by $268 million 
in the next fiscal year. 


PST expanded 

As prescribed by the Bal- 
anced Budget, Taxpayer 
Protection & Debt Retire- 
ment Act, the government is 
required to hold a provincial 
referendum if any major tax 
is increased, including the 
Provincial Sales Tax (PST). 
In budget 2004, the NDP gov- 
ernment did not increase the 
PST, but expanded it to in- 
clude professional servic- 
es. The NDP has circumvent- 
ed the spirit of the Act by ex- 
panding the PST as opposed 
to increasing the rate. Rev- 
enue is projected to jump 


a af 


$17.2 million. If it walks like 
a tax increase and quacks 
like a tax increase... 


No income tax cuts, 


bracket creep continues 

In January of 2004 the 
middle tax bracket fell from 
14.9% to 14%, but there was 
no additional tax relief an- 
nounced for Manitobans who 
continue to pay some of the 
highest income taxes west of 
Quebec. Most provinces in 
Canada have indexed their 
tax brackets to the rate of in- 
flation. The NDP government 
refuses to let bracket creep 
die — you can have as many 
tax cuts as you want, but un- 
til tax brackets are indexed 
to the rate of inflation, reduc- 
tions are a moot point. 


Overall spending 


increases 

Spending has risen by 
$148 million since last year, 
with the largest increase for 
health care at five percent. 
Despite the lack of tax cuts, 


BE Balancing (Ne DOOKS On {he backs Of taxpayers 


revenues are expected to in- 

crease by $268 million in the 

next fiscal year. Manitobans 

are getting nickelled and 

dimed to death in this budget 

to pay for an unsustainable 

health care system. Some 

other increases to note: 

¢ Driver’s license fees in- 
creasing by $23; 

¢ liquor mark ups; 

* cigarette tax increase; and 


* diesel tax increased to 11.5 
cents. 

The government is also 
continuing their plans for a 
provincially run sandwich 
factory and laundry facility at 
a cost of $35 million to tax- 
payers. 


Provincial debt soaring 

Even though the province 
did not draw down from the 
Fiscal Stabilization Fund to 
balance the books, the prov- 
ince’s overall debt has in- 
creased by more than $2 bil- 
lion since 1999. If the NDP 
government only makes the 
minimum debt payment of 
$96 million as prescribed 
under the Balanced Budget 
Act, future taxpayers are go- 
ing to be left with a colossal 
debt bill inevitably leading to 
higher taxes.m 


Manitobans are getting 
nickelled and dimed to death 
in this budget to pay for an 
unsustainable health care 
system. 


slice. - 
jou will, love: 


le prices ono golf sfirts » 


~- gen the 


Please send me: 


——Golf Shirts, $29.95 each / navy blue with white trim, Our Home or Native Land @$19.95 ea...ccccccesceseeeee 
100% combed cotton and CTF logo (Add $4.00 for XX Ss ; 
Large) Weclscdes Spade eececcrrececceerssecseessssseees efrpronrter forice $15.96..... __ 
LJ Small LJ Nain LJ Large Vota Orc ees: Kasia ares Meath cae cee eee eee 
[_Jx Large LJ XX Large Add::/%: GS Viva: tvitestke cist eee ee 
9 5. . 5 oe 
=~ i Me Pn Crain hae $22.00 ea Add 7% PST (Sask residents only-books exempt)....ssseseeeseeeeeeees 
Supporter price $17.60....,, —___— Li boughta golf shirt, I pay no shipping on my whole order_ a _ 
Postage & handling first tem... eee eeeeeeeeeeee $8.00_ 


__— First Nations, Second Thoughts @$19.95 ea 
Supporter price $15.96......——_— Add $1.00 for each additional tem... ——— 


__ Tax Me, I’m Canadian cap @$13.50 ea Additional Contribution to CTR ..w...cceeceeeseseeceeeees ee 
Supporter price $10.80...,, ——— TOA lisn ss ceca eeretedas ncaa ane aeoneat ratnas ddaaakeusa paca saaceean nies es 
Method of Payment: [_J MasterCard [_} Visa [_JCheque 


Name on card: 


’ 


— Visa/Master Card #: Exp date: .™ 
; Name: te 
Address 
Town/City: Prov: PC: 


Please allow 3 - 4 weeks for delivery. Send your order to: The Canadian Taxpayers Federation: #105 - 438 Victoria Ave. E., 
Regina, Sask. S4N ON7 Fax: 306-352-7203 or Phone 1-800-667-7933 or order online at www.taxpayer.com 


eee eee 


eee eee 


